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LATER "STARTING POINTS" AND THE GENERA MNIUM L., MNIUM HEDWIG, AND CALYPOGEJA RADDI J. Proskauer (Berkeley, Calif.) * There exists an interpretation of Art. 13, 1961 Code, which, in determining the applicable "starting point" date for a given name, takes into consideration to what group the original author assigned it. While I do not see any basis for such interpretation in the wording of the article, it apparently requires clarification. 27 . Proposed new Note to Art. 13. Add: "The affinity of a name is determined by the actual affinity of its type."
Add example: "The names of the genus Porella L., and its single species P. pinnata L., Sp. pl. 1106, 1753, the type being a liverwort, were validly published although Linn6 listed them among the "Musci"."
It is most unfortunate that we ever accepted the principle of later "starting points". In several of the groups it is doubtful if any practical advantage has derived from it. The authors of these later "starting point" works were quite unaware of the honor to be bestowed on them by ex post facto legislation. On the contrary, they strove to apply to the best of their exceptional abilities a system of nomenclature basically identical with our own. Much of the time, to decide what they did under our ex post facto Code, we have to cover just the same the ground between the natural "starting point" accepted by them, the Species plantarum, and our artificial date. Further, any special treatment for one group has repercussions in other places. One such repercussion derives from the publication of taxa in which plants of different "starting point" dates were included fifteen "good" mosses, but also three species now recognized to comprise leafy liverworts. But we have decreed, in Article 13, that for purposes of valid nomenclature these mosses did not ipso facto exist in 1753. Therefore the genus Mnium L. comprised as of 1753 three species of liverworts only. By our legislation it is totally irrelevant what Linne had in mind. To say that Linne intended Mnium as a genus of mosses, that therefore it was not validly published under our Code. and that therefore the three included liverwort species were not validly published under Art. 43, is an argument which is sheer hypocrisy in terms of our current legislation (as well as an unwarranted curtailment of the rights of liverworts).
Of Linnaeus' student Olof Stickman was assigned by his professor, as a thesis topic, the provision of binomials for the plants described and
